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Terrorism and Islamic Extremism in the Middle East: Perspectives and Possibilities
Alexandria, VA, February 22, 2005
by Lashley Pulsipher
Summary Notes of the Workshop Co-Hosted by the Center for Contemporary Conflict at the Naval Postgraduate School and the Center for Naval Analyses at the Center for Naval
Analyses in Alexandria, VA, on February 22, 2005.
Introduction
Sixty academic, policy, and intelligence community professionals met at the Center for Naval Analyses in Alexandria, VA on February 22nd for an in-depth look at terrorism and Islamic
extremism in the Middle East. The workshop consisted of five panels that addressed general trends in terrorist networks and radical Islamic movements as well as specific regional
issues.
It was the first in a series of three workshops which will focus on terrorism and Islamic extremism in the Middle East and Central Asia and the implications for strategy and policy. The
part of the world being addressed in these sessions forms part of the so-called arc of instability spanning the Maghrib, Middle East, Gulf, Central Asia, and Near East Asia—and also
includes part of South America as well.
Professor James Russell from the Naval Postgraduate School welcomed the participants and panelists and introduced the topic for the workshop. He pointed out that scarcely a day
goes by without a senior government official commenting on the “war on terror” or the “global war on terrorism,” or referring the “the terrorists.” All such terminology has become part and
parlance of the public discourse and vernacular. He explained that the Bush Administration has identified terrorism as the pre-eminent threatening feature of the discombobulated
international environment in body of security documents released over the last four years. Professor Russell argued that this phenomenon is new for several reasons.
First, that today’s adversaries have embraced the idea of mass casualty attacks with no distinction drawn between combatants and non-combatants. Further, these casualties can be
caused by any means available—nuclear, chemical, biological and conventional capabilities. Second, the quest for these capabilities is combined with a belief structure that includes little
interest in negotiation and which also embraces the use of suicide tactics. And third, transnational actors, like Al Qaeda, make it more difficult to place past analytical frames of reference
around this “new” phenomenon. So while our strategy documents make unqualified assertions about what we believe to be a generalizable phenomenon, what all students of non state
violence realize terrorism remains if anything diffuse, difficult to understand and hard to offer generalizable thoughts on. Professor Russell asked “are we at war with the FARC?
Sendero Luminoso, ETA and the host of other groups identified in the State Department’s annual report?” He answered that while we are engaged to a certain extent against all such
organizations, the fact remains we are most actively engaged in a shooting war with the organization called Al Qaeda that seems to have morphed into what the Joint Operating Concept
for Defeating Terrorist Organization calls a global Islamic insurgency. This is a shooting war that has been going on in fits and starts since the mid- to late 1990s.
The task of this workshop and the entire research project is to focus on the relationships between terrorism and Islamic extremism in North Africa, the Middle East, the Gulf and Central
Asia. Professor Russell pointed out that the insurgency has a certain “Islamic” character, meaning that we confront a seriesof groups that have been spawned in a region boasting
complicated political, economic, social and religious circumstances that have been combined by Ayman Al Zawahiri and others into a complicated narrative that seems to resonate and
draw together groups into intricate social networks. According to Professor Russell, confronting the Al Qaeda narrative of which most of the audience is well familiar requires us to come
to terms with the phenomenon of Islamism or political Islam and radicalized groups using violence to achieve ends related to the objectives of Islamism. A link exists between the Al
Qaeda narrative—or elements of a “created” story—and Islamism. Understanding the narrative leads us the examination of the writings of Sayyid Qutb, Ayman Zawahiri, Ibn Tamiyya
and a host of so-called “dissident” clerics in Saudi Arabia—all of which fall under the rubric of “salafist” Islamic thought. Although the Al Qaeda narrative has an actual ideology that
seems centered in the Middle East but which has global appeal to Muslims everywhere around the globe, each geographic region has its own history and experience that seem to
highlight different elements of the AQ narrative.
The resulting interaction between the participants and assembled experts generated a valuable dialogue on the issues from both theoretical and empirical perspectives and raised some
critical questions that policy makers must consider in developing strategy to combat the ongoing threat of global terrorism.
Trends in Radical Islam
The first panel addressed trends in radical Islam. Moderator Tom Johnson, of the Naval Postgraduate School, introduced the panel by emphasizing the need to address notions of
nationalism in the dispersed Muslim umma and to consider social movement theory and its implications for its study of radical Islam.
Dr. Quintan Wiktorowicz from Rhodes College introduced some of his insights in social movement research focusing on the ways in which people are mobilized in the context of radical
Islam. Dr. Wiktorowicz highlighted four points emphasized by social movement research has about radical Islam that he stated are part and parcel of something he characterized as “the
dynamics of contention.” He described these dynamics in the following way. First, that resources and mobilizing structures in some ways provide a foundation for groups to collectivize
individual grievances. Throughout history, Islamic movements have used social movement organizations, like charities and mosques, which give them critical structures around which to
build broadly-based support. Charities can provide critical financial resources as well as logistical support for the society, often filling the void created by weak state structures. Secondly,
social connections matter in more broadly-based movements. Wiktorowicz noted that researchers can clearly see patterns where clusters of friends join together and are drawn into
study circles and indoctrinated with jihadi values, following what could be described as a classic cult model. Thirdly, movements need to achieve what Wiktorowicz described as “frame
resonance,” which is part of the effort to market their ideology to a wider audience. This includes three frames:
1. a diagnostic frame that purports to describe a particular problem and identify a source of the problem;
2. a motivational frame that uses an emotional influence in the public sphere that can recruit people; and
3. a prognostic frame that provides a solution to the problem identified in the preceding two frames.
The last frame is heavily influenced by ideology. Dr. Wiktorowicz argued that in the radical Islamist movement this frame is not intended for average Muslims, but more specifically
targeted at the broader Salafi community to convince non-radical Salafis to become radicalized. The ideology of the frame, however, can act as a limiting factor in the growth of the
movement by limiting the broadly based appeal to non-Salafi Muslims. This has caused the jihadis to adapt their message to a wider audience. Dr. Wiktorowicz explained that current
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trends in radical Islam are contradictory, as you see decentralization and centralization occurring at the same time. Based on these four points Dr. Wiktorowicz predicted several
possible trends in radical Islam including an emphasis on informal structures, use of the internet, a hardening and unification of jihadi groups, as well jihadi inroads being made in
broader communities.
Dr. Anne-Marie Baylouny of the Naval Postgraduate School presented the second paper on the panel titled Explaining Islamist Violence: A Research Agenda. Dr. Baylouny argued that
the increase in popularity of Islamism as a research topic has so far contributed little our knowledge base. Data is accumulated in pieces, unconnected to larger questions or an
interpretive framework. Pointing out the deficiencies of current approaches like those based on economic perspectives or Quranic interpretation, Dr. Baylouny suggested that adopting a
unified approach or research program anchored in a political framework can remedy the disconnect that is currently plaguing the field. Baylouny argued that new framework based on
social movement theory will allow scholars of Islamism to “comparatively expand the universe of cases to discover what, if anything, is indeed unique about Islamism, and yield solid and
effective policy conclusions.” According to Dr. Baylouny, this framework can elucidate and prioritize what factors we need to know about groups and how to fit these factors into a
comprehensive understanding of the larger “system.” She concluded that Islamist movements are inherently political and that policy makers we need to recognize the danger of leaving
politics to dissidents: it polarizes and radicalizes. Dr. Baylouny suggested that political the region will need to address the political inclusion of Islamists, would provide Islamist groups
with an interest in the regime, which would be realistically viewed as a safer bet than revolutionary activism.
Emerging Terror Networks
The second panel began with a presentation by Dr. Marc Sageman from the University of Pennsylvania who presented an empirical assessment based on an analysis of the social
networks that provide the critical and underlying backbone of the Global Salafi Jihad. Dr. Sageman stated that the terrorist threat to the United States of America comes from a violent
Islamist revivalist social movement, held together by visions of a just Utopia. Dr. Sageman evaluated several common beliefs about terrorism by empirically testing the conventional
wisdom through analysis of biographical data on terrorists who wished to harm the United States. His study was interested only in the terrorists connected to the perpetrators of the
attacks of 9/11 who he referred to as members of the global Salafi jihad, as opposed to formal members of Al Qaeda—since many members of the global jihad have not sworn an oath
of loyalty to Osama Bin Laden.
Dr. Sageman then described the methodology for his evidence-based terrorism research. Using information in the public domain, he extracted information about their socio-economic
backgrounds, levels of education, religious devotion as youth, family status, criminal background, mental health, and geographic mobility of those involved in attacks before and after
September 11, 2001. The results of this inquiry contradicted the common stereotype that terrorism is a product of poor, desperate, naïve, single young men from third world counties,
vulnerable to brainwashing and recruitment into terror. In fact, most of the terrorists in his study came from moderately religious upper middle class families, a large number were ex-
patriots, they had high levels of education, 73% were married and most have children, the majority had no criminal background, and generally normal mental health. Dr. Sageman
argued that the global Salafi jihad is a unique terrorist social movement since traditionally, terrorist organizations consist of people from country A, living in country A and attacking the
government of country A. The global Salafi jihad, he contended, consists of people from country A, living in country B and targeting country C. According to Dr. Sageman, this imparts a
very different dynamic to this terrorist social movement. This lack of embeddedness in the target society makes the global Salafi jihad especially dangerous to the United States and its
allies. He concluded that fighting such a network will require the United States to address the ideology uniting this social movement and that the United States needs to develop a
coherent and comprehensive strategy to deal with this new and unique threat.
The next panelist, Mr. Dennis Pluchinsky of TransSecur Inc., spoke about the deflation of Al Qaeda and inflation of the global jihad movement. He began his presentation by looking at
the targeting program of Al Qaeda. He explained that the topic of the global jihad has been looked at by policy analysts, law enforcement analysts, target analysts, and threat analysts.
The importance of analyzing terrorist networks has emerged as all terrorist or insurgent groups need and develop some type of network in order to operate. These are primarily
clandestine networks which work on recruitment, securing financial resources, obtaining weapons, facilitating travel, and distributing propaganda. Some networks can be identified and
mapped in real time and other networks only after the fact. In fact, terrorist networks have been mapped since early 1970s. Mr. Pluchinsky asked then what is new considering all the
work that is being done on this topic? Today’s terrorist networks feature social bonds, ideological bonds, even bonds formed over the internet. Mr Pluchinsky stated the structure of
terrorist movements pose immense difficulties for governments trying to counter the threat. For example, the primary terrorist threat that confronts the United States at home and abroad
is no longer al-Qaeda, but is instead the global jihad movement. This global jihad movement is composed of three major components: remnants of al-Qaeda which now act as the
unofficial "special forces" of the movement, domestic jihadist groups like JI, IMU, Turkish Hizballah, etc, and individuals who carry out "lone wolf" type terrorist attacks. 
In evaluating the jihadist network experience and analyzing emerging terror networks, it seems clear that individuals organizing themselves into operational cells pose a greater risk to
established societies. Mr. Pluchinsky argued that in order to understand the metamorphosis of Al Qaeda one can study the Earth Liberation Front (ELF) the radical underground
environmental movement with no leadership, membership or official spokesperson. The new unit of analysis for terrorism analysts then becomes terrorist movements and it becomes
important to focus on the use of websites as the central propaganda organ. The ELF maintains a website that allows it to function much like global jihadi movements by creating a sense
of fraternity, giving operational advice, facilitating fundraising, and delivering ideological advice to followers. The first phase of the war on terror has been successful in eliminating safe
havens, arresting and/or killing key leaders and operational cadre, identifying financial sources and channels, neutralizing cells, and increasing homeland security and overseas
security. Mr. Pluchinsky stated that we have been physically destroying the enemy, however, it is now time to shift some resources, focus, and energy to the battle of ideas. It is now
necessary to undermine the message of the global jihadists and to explain our goals in a clear and concise manner and to concentrate on causing "ideological damage to the enemy."
Trends in North Africa
The third panel addressed trends in North Africa.  Dr. John Entelis, of Fordham University presented a paper on the democratic imperative versus the authoritarian impulse in
Algeria, Morocco, and Tunisia. Dr. Entelis argued that the Maghrib states stand at a crucial crossroad in their political evolution as they face simultaneous challenges from domestic,
regional, and global forces. The autocratic governments in each country inhibit the states’ abilities to counter upcoming threats to their political stability, social cohesion, cultural integrity,
and economic viability. Terrorism poses a serious threat to these states as increased domestic, regional, and global tensions lead to an increase in the diffused discontent of co-
religionists living in Europe and elsewhere. Dr. Entelis predicted no fundamental political change taking place in any of the three North African countries in the near or intermediate
future, but acknowledged an emerging civil society that could potentially serve as the natural challenge to the autocratic state and thereby facilitate the evolution of a political society
within which democracy can be nurtured, liberal or otherwise.
Dr. Entelis addressed the issues of sustained authoritarianism in the region shaped by the successful maintenance of international support networks. Entelis stated that there was a
distinct link between Maghrib states’ coercive capabilities and the maintenance of fiscal health, patrimonial influences which compromise rational-legal, professional, and institutionalized
structures, and the infrequent and limited popular mobilization that has taken place in the Maghrib during the modern period. He concluded that the United States plays a critical role in
the region as a supporter of the current authoritarian regimes and must insist on the creation of effective and independent political parties, the institutionalization of truly representative
legislative bodies, and the firm application of the rule of law.
Dr. Geoff Porter of the Eurasia Group focused the panel’s second presentation on Moroccan counterterrorism policies and the state’s version of Islam. Dr. Porter explained that there is
a lack of specific knowledge about terrorist organizations in Morocco, but there is information available about what steps the government is taking to deal with terrorist organizations.
From this, he explained, one can predict the likely success of the government’s steps toward dealing with terrorism. Following the two terrorist incidents which took place on May 16,
2003 and March 11, 2004, the Moroccan government responded seriously to threat of terrorism. The Moroccan government’s counterterrorism efforts currently focus on four areas:
security, housing, proselytizing, and education. The government’s most immediate response after the attacks focused on intensified security. Dr. Porter noted that the government is
paying particular attention to the lack of housing in urban areas, since all the perpetrators of Casablanca bombings were from Sidi Moumen, a shantytown or bidonville. The government
responded by creating housing projects in hopes of eliminating the bidonvilles by 2010. The housing projects will be complemented by the construction of 20 new mosques in the area by
2007.
The new mosques will provide a venue for the government to preach the state’s version of Islam which Dr. Porter argued is increasingly that of the Boutchichiya Sufi order which
emphasizes the jamal aspect of Sufism, which is recognition that material things can be a reflection of God’s benevolence. There many Boutchichi professionals including lawyers,
doctors, bankers, real estate developers, and young, ambitious men. The Moroccan palace is advancing Boutchichis into political positions and Dr. Porter contended that this is clearly
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becoming the Islam of the state. Dr. Porter concluded that Moroccan counterterrorism efforts are improving conditions of the people but, poverty isn’t the only reason people resort to
violent means to engage the state. Even those in the middle class may still drift toward violence. Dr. Porter further explained that while bidonville life wasn’t the sole reason that the
Casablanca bombing actors perpetuated violence, it was a facilitator of violence.
Israel and the Occupied Territories
The fourth panel examined issues and trends in Israel and the Occupied Territories.
Dr. Mohammed Hafez of the University of Missouri presented his research findings that addressed the motivation of suicide bombers in the occupied territories. He explained that
suicidal violence involves three levels of analysis: individual motivations, organizational strategies, and societal conflicts. He presented his findings based on the use of rationalist,
culturalist, and structuralist approaches to contentious politics. In his study, he explored the intersection of rationality, norms, and conflict in the making of extreme violence. Dr. Hafez
argued that the case of Palestinian suicide bombers demonstrates the interdependence of the three approaches to explaining suicidal violence. For individuals, self-sacrifice is conceived
as an act of personal redemption rooted in religious morality and national salvation. For organizations like Hamas, Islamic Jihad, or the Al Aqsa Martyr Brigade, human bombs provide
strategic advantages in the context of asymmetrical warfare against Israel. Dr. Hafez further explained that for collectivities, martyrs are venerated when three conditions converge: first,
cultural norms encompass symbolic narratives that honor martyrdom; second, legitimate authorities acquiesce to extreme violence; and third, conflicts generate feelings of victimization
and threat by external enemies.
Dr. Charles Smith of the University of Arizona followed with an analysis of t rends in the occupied territories. Dr. Smith stated that nearly all national movements seeking independence
have been accused of terrorism. This is clear in the depiction of nationalist resistance by English or French colonial regimes after World War II, but it is also manifested in Jewish
celebration of Zionist resistance to the British after World War II. He referred to the 1966 book by Geula Cohen titled Woman of Violence: Memoirs of a Young Terrorist, 1943-1948, a
memoir which celebrated terrorism specifically as justified violence for the sake of freedom. David Ben-Gurion, first prime minister of Israel, wrote a laudatory preface calling the book “a
proud memorial to the daring fighters who offered their lives for the cause of Jewish redemption. Citing further examples, he explained that Cohen was a member of the LEHI terrorist
group, one of whose leaders was Yitzhak Shamir and she served in the Knesset as a Likud member for years. Her son, Tsahi Hanegbi, currently in the Knesset, recently voted against
Sharon’s disengagement plan as violating the Likud platform calling for retention of all land settled by Israelis. Therefore, Dr. Smith argued, terrorism and redemption through violence
are not solely Islamic ideals and those who hold such views can achieve high political office. Dr. Smith continued, explaining that with regards to Israel and the occupied territories today,
understanding this background grants a perspective beyond the current focus on Islamic terrorism and that it is important to avoid the claims of propaganda linking Hamas and Islamic
Jihad to the al-Qaeda network as Ariel Sharon has done. Focusing on Palestinian Terrorism, and the accusations leveled against Hizbollah, Dr. Smith emphasized five key points. First,
the goals of these groups have been the same since the 1980s—to rid lands they consider theirs from foreign occupation.
Efforts in the wake of 9/11 to link such groups to global jihad are propaganda, not an accurate assessment of these movements, their origins and their goals. Second, these groups
have acquired popular legitimacy not only via resistance but though political and social activities as well, including social services to communities that go beyond their own adherents.
Third, terrorism as practiced by Hamas is a direct consequence of Israel ’s occupation of the territories and settlement policies aimed at retaining the land, with U.S. backing. Fourth,
Hamas-inspired suicide bombings in the 1990s were selective and strategic, often in response to specific Israeli actions. Dr. Smith cited the example of the Israeli assassination of
Yayha Ayyash in January 1996, breaking a truce on both sides. And fifth, the suicide bombings that have erupted as part of the second intifada are the result of a new set of
circumstances. Dr. Smith concluded that terrorism has subsided in part because of Israeli actions, especially the barrier, but also because of hope for change resulting from Arafat’s
death, however it can easily reappear, in new forms to respond to new Israeli tactics. He warned that if Israeli’s Likud governments opt for continued occupation, terrorism, in adaptable
forms, will continue and spread beyond Palestine/Israel with serious implications for regional calm and, ultimately, for the existence of Israel.
Al Qaeda and the Region: Outlook for the Future
The final panel of the day specifically addressed the topic of Al Qaeda and the future terrorist threat. Major Tara Leweling and Major William Casebeer, of the Naval Postgraduate
School applied an analytical framework to the future terrorist threat posed by Al Qaeda. They argued that the policy community is in need of an integrated framework to support counter-
terrorism strategy, analysis, planning and operations and that such an integrated framework will enable us to understand the actions of groups like Al Qaeda and forecast changes in
their organizational structure, strategy and tactics. Echoing some of the comments of Dr. Sageman, they stated that outmoded frameworks for understanding terrorism include relative
deprivation, and psycho-social analyses which accuse terrorists and terrorist supporters of being insane or mentally ill. They proposed that more promising frameworks include social
movement theory, network theory, open systems theory, and organizational development theory and that using these approaches can help us understand the recent operations tempo of
Al Qaeda as well as drive creative responses to that threat. Any framework on offer must be able to explain life-cycle facts about such organizations (genesis, growth, maturation and
transformation), and pay special attention to how changes in the environment influence organizational structure and decision-making. They argued that one promising framework—open
systems theory—has already been used to articulate innovative counterterrorism strategy and has also allowed us to build models and simulations useful for exploring how we confront
violent non-state actors; these models successfully predict Sendero Luminoso growth curves in Peru. They concluded that articulation of a defensible and usable framework for
analyzing the future terrorist threat remains an important priority, and interdisciplinary integrative frameworks are needed if effective policy-guiding analysis of violent social movements
and terrorist organizations is to take place
The final presentation of the day fell to Professor Jeannie Johnson of Utah State University. Professor Johnson focused her presentation on exploiting weakness in the far enemy
ideology of Al Qaeda today. Contrary to many books, such as Imperial Hubris by Michael Schemer, which claim that the dismantling of al Qaeda is quite advanced yet we may be in just
as much danger in the face of a dispersed enemy, Professor Johnson argued that we are safer now, than in days of an organized al Qaeda. Convincing most jihadists to target their
resources into attacking the United States (far enemy) rather than home governments (near enemy) is more difficult than we have traditionally assumed. Professor Johnson pointed to
evidence of the persistence of the pull toward near-enemy activity taken from The Al Qaeda ManualMilitary Studies in the Jihad Against the Tyrants, which was found in the hotel room
of 1998 Embassy bombing perpetrators, as well as from numerous authors who have documented resistance to the far enemy ideology amongst groups joining the rank and file of al
Qaeda membership. Professor Johnson stated that targeting America is an ideological choice rather than an act of personal revenge (or direct defensive jihad). Al Qaeda is less able to
compel behavior in line with this ideology now that their physical space, training camps, and ability to openly assemble have been removed (despite their attempts to keep the
organization unified and active via the internet). Professor Johnson contended that this situation will lend itself to increased infighting over resource allotment and target choices. The
consistency of several ingredients for the successful indoctrination of any activist ideology may be found at levels ranging from local environmentalist movements to transnational forces
such as democracy and communism.
They include having a clear hero—an ideological leadership that is held in awe by the rank and file, study of a sacred text, infusion of common norms, affirmation from brotherhood
peers, establishment of a brotherhood symbol, opportunity to act on ideological beliefs, and an emotive base that propels participants to action. Examining them, she argued,
demonstrates that, without the ability to assemble in critical mass, in a physical space, Al Qaeda is deprived of some of the necessary tools for trumping the previously stated obstacles
and keeping competing factions harnessed to the Target America ideology. Professor Johnson concluded with several policy recommendations which included—avoid galvanizing
competing elements within the jihadist world, avoid moving us from the ideological position of a far enemy to the personal revenge position of a near enemy, and primary among policies
to avoid is sanctioned torture, whether directly or by proxy agents, as interrogation policy. Professor Johnson argued that although we should go after and incarcerate leaders, do not
stoop to torture which is a primary emotional rallying call in the Al Qaeda Manual—for every single lead torture provides, ten other terrorists will be created.
Conclusion
The workshop successfully generated a stimulating dialogue about regional and general trends in the global jihadi movement and about the future of counterterrorism operations. Many
questions remain for policy makers to consider as they draw from both empirical and theoretical sources of information on the global jihadi movement. The next two conferences
scheduled for later this year will focus on additional regions and issues and will bring more insight to this critical subject.
Please check for articles from the conferences in upcoming issues of Strategic Insights: http://www.ccc.nps.navy.mil.
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 Dr. Anne Marie Baylouny
Naval  Postgraduate School
Dr. Anne Marie Baylouny received her Ph.D. in political science from the University of California , Berkeley . Before joining the Naval Postgraduate School , Baylouny was a visiting
professor at the University of California , Berkeley . She is currently working on a manuscript, Charity and Identity: The Privatization of Welfare in the Arab East . Dr. Baylouny has been
the recipient of numerous fellowships and awards—Fulbright, the Social Science Research Council, and the Mellon Foundation, among others. Before entering academia, she was
spokesperson on discrimination and human rights for a national Arab American organization, and authored "Human Rights Considerations in the United States-Israeli Relationship," in
Israel: Opposing Viewpoints . Baylouny received her B.A. from Rutgers College in Political Science.
 Major (USAF) William D. Casebeer
Major Casebeer has a degree in political science from the Air Force Academy where he also served as an intelligence officer and as Associate Professor of Philosophy. He holds a
Ph.D. from the University of California, San Diego and his research interests include the neural mechanisms of moral judgment, the psychology of terrorism, and the intersections of
human decision-making and national security. His intelligence experience is in Southwest Asian political and military affairs, where he was chief of the intelligence briefing team for
Central Air Forces. He has published in journals such as Biology and Philosophy, International Relations, Trends in Cognitive Science, and Politics and the Life Sciences and he
published a book, Natural Ethical Facts: Evolution, Connectionism, and Moral Cognition. A term member of the Council on Foreign Relations, his co-authored book Warlords Rising:
Confronting Violent Non-State Actors is forthcoming. He is currently a Middle East Area Studies student at the Naval Postgraduate School .
 Dr. John P. Entelis
Fordham University
Dr. John P. Entelisis Professor of Political Science and Director of the Middle East Studies Program at Fordham University . He received his B.A. from Ohio Wesleyan University and an
M.A. and a Ph.D. in political science from New York University . Dr. Entelis has lectured widely both in the United States and abroad to university, government, business, and community
groups under the sponsorship of private, academic, and governmental institutions. He has authored or co-authored of a number of publications, including  Pluralism and Party
Transformation in Lebanon,  Comparative Politics of North Africa,  The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa, State and Society in Algeria, and  Islam,
Democracy, and the State in  North Africa , among others. He has also written book chapters and articles that have appeared in leading scholarly journals and newspapers and is
Editor-in-Chief of the Journal of North African Studies. He consults for private and public institutions including the U.S. Department of State, DIA, the Foreign Service Institute, CBS
Network News, Charlie Rose Show, CNN International, The New York Times and numerous academic institutions.
 Dr. Mohammed M. Hafez
University of  Missouri
Dr. Mohammed M. Hafez is a Visiting Professor in the Department of Political Science at the University of Missouri, Kansas City. He earned a B.A. in Political Science from the University
of California, Los Angeles, an M.A. in International Relations from the University of Southern California, and a Ph.D. in International Relations from the London School of Economics and
Political Science. Mohammed Hafez was a Harry Frank Guggenheim Foundation fellow and a United States Information Agency fellow from 1998-1999. In 2003, he authored a book
entitled Why Muslims Rebel: Repression and Resistance in the Islamic World. He teaches courses on Islam and World Politics, Politics of the Middle East, and Terrorism and Political
Violence. Dr. Hafez is working on a project funded by the United States Institute of Peace concerning the use of suicide bombers in the Palestinian-Israeli struggle since 2000.
 Professor Jeannie Johnson
Utah State University
Professor Jeannie Johnson is a professor of Political Science at Utah State University where she teaches a course on al Qaeda and U.S. Foreign Policy. Prior to that, with an
educational background in political economy and international relations, she worked for Central Intelligence Agency in the Directorate of Intelligence. She was involved in the Balkan
Task Force during the U.S. military engagement in Serbia and worked as a Foreign Service Officer at the US Embassy in Zagreb. Her general research interests include culture-based
analysis, collective action and institution building, and specialized studies of the Balkans and Islam.
 Professor Thomas H. Johnson
Naval Postgraduate School
Professor Johnson teaches classes on Central Asia at the Naval Postgraduate School . He is seconded, part-time, to the Joint Program Office for Information Systems of the Joint
Program Executive Office for Chemical and Biological Defense. Before joining the NPS Faculty, Prof. Johnson was a Principal Senior Analyst with the Research Institute of the Illinois
Institute of Technology and Director of the Modeling and Simulation Technical Research Institute. He has conducted research and written on Afghanistan and South Asia and has
directed major research efforts for the U.S. government on Afghanistan and U.S. policy towards this country. He has also written and published numerous studies on Afghanistan, Third
World conflict, insurgencies and peacekeeping, foreign policy analysis, and political and defense economics modeling and simulation. His work has appeared in such journals as the
American Political Science Review, Strategic Culture the Journal of Politics, and Journal of Modern African Studies, as well as in numerous edited volumes and scholarly texts.
Ms. Ellen Laipson
Henry L Stimson Center
Ellen Laipson is President and Chief Executive of the Henry L. Stimson Center . Previously, she held a number of positions in various foreign policy and national security institutions
including: Vice Chairman of the National Intelligence Council 1997-2002, Acting Assistant Director of Central Intelligence for Analysis and Production 2001-2002, and Special Assistant
to the U.S. Permanent Representative to the United Nations 1995-1997. Ms. Laipson has written articles and book reviews in Foreign Affairs, the Journal of International Affairs, the
Middle East Journal, Middle East Policy, the MESA Bulletin, and Mediterranean Quarterly, and has been a contributing author to books on the Middle East, Southwest Asia, and
Mediterranean issues. She is a frequent speaker at symposia and conferences on Middle East issues and on global issues and U.S. foreign policy. Ms. Laipson has an A.B. from
Cornell University and an M.A. from Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies.
Rear Admiral McDevitt, USN (Ret.)
CNA
Rear Admiral McDevitt, USN (Ret.) is the director of the Center for Strategic Studies of The CNA Corporation (CNAC). The Center combines in one organizational entity regional
analyses, studies of political-military issues, and force assessment work. During his Navy career Admiral McDevitt held four at-sea commands and spent virtually all of these
assignments in the Pacific. In 1990 he put this practical experience to use in the policy arena beginning with his assignment as the director of the East Asia policy office for the secretary
of defense during the Bush Administration. He also served for two years as the director for strategy, war plans and policy for the commander of all U.S. forces in the Pacific and Indian
Ocean region. Admiral McDevitt was the commandant of the National War College for more than two years. Admiral McDevitt received a B.A. in U.S. history from the University of
Southern California and a M.A. in American diplomatic history from Georgetown University. He is a graduate of the National War College and spent a year as a Chief of Naval Operations
Strategic Studies Group Fellow at the Naval War College in Newport, Rhode Island .
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Princeton University
Dr. James McDougall is Assistant Professor of modern Islamic history at Princeton University. Previously, he was a Research Fellow at the Middle East Centre at Oxford University in
the United Kingdom. He edited  Nation, Society and Culture in  North Africa and is the author of a forthcoming work, History and the Culture of Nationalism in  Algeria , which will be
published by the Cambridge University Press in 2005. He has also authored a number of articles on North African history and politics. Dr. McDougall has spent time working in the
Palestinian Territories, Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco .
 Mr. Dennis Pluchinsky
TranSecur
Dennis Pluchinsky analyzed terrorism for the State Department's Bureau of Diplomatic Security Office of Intelligence and Threat Analysis for 28 years. He recently retired from this
position in January 2005. He has published numerous articles, newspaper commentaries, and book chapters on terrorism and is also a contributing editor for the journal Studies in
Conflict and Terrorism. He is a member of the International Scientific Board of the Institute for Research on Contemporary Criminal Problems in Paris, France. He is an adjunct faculty
member at four local universities where he teaches a course on terrorism. Mr. Pluchinsky is also a senior threat analyst at TranSecur, Inc. based in Potomac, Maryland.
 Dr. Geoff Porter
Eurasia Group
Dr. Geoff Porter is the North Africa analyst with Eurasia Group, a private consulting firm specializing in emerging market political risk. Prior to joining Eurasia Group, Dr. Porter
was Visiting Assistant Professor of International Studies and Middle Eastern History and the Interim Director of the Middle East Studies Program at Trinity College in Hartford, CT. His
academic research focuses on 20th century urban social history in the Middle East and North Africa and Islamic education. He has published in the Journal of North African Studies, The
Middle East Report, The Radical History Review, The New York Times, and has appeared on NBC, CNBC, CNN, and RTN, the national television station of Morocco . Dr. Porter has a
B.A. in Islamic Studies, an M.A in Near Eastern Languages, and a Ph.D. in Middle Eastern Studies from New York University.   
 Prof. James Russell
Naval  Postgraduate School
James Russell is a senior lecturer at the National Security Affairs Department at the Naval Postgraduate School. He has served as the country director for Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and the
UAE in the office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense. He has also served as the NESA country director for Iraq through Operation Desert Fox and, prior to that, he served as country
director for Morocco, Tunisia, Algeria and Libya. He has also been country director for Kuwait, Bahrain, Qatar, the UAE and Oman in the Operations Directorate, Defense Security
Assistance Agency. Before his government service, Mr. Russell was Manager of Analytical Studies at the American League for Exports and Security Assistance. Mr. Russell has had
articles published in Middle East Review of International Affairs, The Nonproliferation Review, the Journal of Contemporary Security Studies, and the Journal for Public and International
Affairs. He has a forthcoming article in the Joint Forces Quarterly. Mr. Russell has received a number of awards including the Secretary of Defense Medal for Exceptional Civilian Service
and the Paul H. Nitze Award for Excellence in International Security Affairs, among others. He holds a B.A in History from Franklin & Marshall College and an M.A. from the University of
Pittsburgh.  
 Dr. Marc Sageman
University of  Pennsylvania
Dr. Marc Sageman is a Clinical Assistant Professor at the University of Pennsylvania. He holds an undergraduate degree from Harvard and an M.D. and a Ph.D. in sociology from New
York University. After a tour as a flight surgeon in the U.S. Navy, he joined the Central Intelligence Agency in 1984. He spent a year on the Afghan Task Force and then went to
Islamabad from 1987 to 1989 where he ran the U.S. unilateral programs with the Afghan Mujahedin. In 1991, he resigned from the CIA to return to medicine. He completed a residency
in psychiatry at the Hospital of the University of Pennsylvania and since 1994, has been in the private practice of forensic and clinical psychiatry. After the attacks on September 11,
2001, he began to collect biographical material on approximately 400 al Qaeda terrorists to test the validity of the conventional wisdom on terrorism. This research was published in 2004
in a book entitled Understanding Terror Networks . Dr. Sageman also testified before the 9/11 Commission and currently works as a consultant on terrorism with various government
agencies.
 Dr. Charles D. Smith
University of  Arizona
Dr. Charles D. Smith is a specialist in modern Middle East history at the University of Arizona, Department of Near Eastern Studies. He has an undergraduate degree from Williams
College, an M.A. from Harvard, and a Ph.D. in history from the University of Michigan. He has been a visiting professor at a number of academic institutions and has lectured at various
military institutes including the Marine War College. He has received numerous fellowships in the US, Middle East, and Europe, including the Fulbright Scholarship. He is long-time
member of the Board of Directors of the American Research Center in Egypt. Dr. Smith is the author of Islam and the Search for Social Order in Modern  Egypt and Palestine and the
Arab-Israeli Conflict along with numerous articles and reviews. Forthcoming or recently-published research in books include chapters on the Arab-Israeli conflict, on the Egyptian Copts,
and on World War I and the Middle East. In 2004, he sat on a panel on the 1967 War for the U.S. Department of State and he published an op-ed in the Lebanon Daily Star, which led
to interviews with various media outlets including ABC World News Tonight, BBC London, and the London Daily Telegraph.
 Dr. Quintan Wiktorowicz
Rhodes College
Dr. Quintan Wiktorowicz is the J.S. Seidman Research Fellow and Assistant Professor ofInternational Studies at Rhodes College in Memphis, Tennessee where he teaches courses on
the Middle East and Islamic activism.  He is the author of a number of publications, including The Management of Islamic Activism, Global Jihad, and a forthcoming book, Radical Islam
Rising. He also edited a book of collected works entitled Islamic Activism: A Social Movement Theory Approach and has published numerous articles in scholarly journals and book
chapters on Islamic movements in the Middle East and Europe. He received a B.A. from Cornell University and a Ph.D. in Political Science from American University.  
Dr. James J. Wirtz
Naval  Postgraduate School
Dr. James J. Wirtz is a Professor in the Department of National Security Affairs at the Naval Postgraduate School. He is also a Visiting Professor at the Center for International Security
and Cooperation, Stanford University and editor of the series, Initiatives in Strategic Studies: Issues and Policies. Dr. Wirtz has authored and co-edited a long list of books including, The
Tet Offensive: Intelligence Failure in War; co-editor of Intelligence: Windows Into a Hidden World; and co-editor of the forthcoming Nuclear Transformation: The New U.S. Nuclear
Doctrin, among others. His work has also been published in a number of journals including Air Power Journal, Contemporary Security Policy, Defense Analysis, Harvard International
Review, International Security, Security Studies, and The Journal of Strategic Studies.  Professor Wirtz is currently working on a monograph entitled Theory of Surprise. He holds a
Ph.D. in Political Science from Columbia University and an M.A. and B.A. from the University of Delaware.
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